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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: "claim 1" in 
line 7 of page 1 of the specification should be "claim 7". Also, titles such as "Brief 
Summary of the Invention", "Brief Description of the Figures", and "Detailed Description 
of the Invention" should be used. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear what is meant by common shaft, it could be 
construed as the operation shaft since applicant has not specified otherwise. 

5. Claim 2 recites the limitation "linear range" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Regarding claims 7 and 1 1 , the phrase "or the like" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by 
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"or the like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). 

7. Claim 10 recites the limitation "door" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear by what is meant by "preferably" in Iine10 and also 
who "they" and "themselves" are referring to. The examiner will interpret the claims as 
best understood. 

9. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear by what is meant by "maximum opened position" 
in line 4. 

10. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear by what is meant by "per se" in line 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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12. Claims 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Stevens et al. (US 6,002,217). Stevens et al. disclose a door operating system with an 
apparatus for the detection of door position, which comprises an operation shaft (drive 
shaft of 212 Column 3, lines 53-55), the turning of which follows the door movements, 
whereby the detection of the door position is arranged to be provided by two 
potentiometers (108, 130) which have substantially identical characteristic curves and 
which are arranged in conjunction with a common shaft (128, Fig. 5b) so that they find 
themselves in a phase shift of 180 degrees; [claim 8] wherein it comprises a control 
unit such as a microprocessor which is used for detection of the door position (Column 
5, lines 57-67); [claim 9] wherein said poteniometric means are arranged in conjunction 
with a rotatable member dependent on the turning of said operation shaft (104, 132, Fig. 
5b); [claim 10] wherein the rotational freedom of said rotatable member corresponds to 
the swinging of the door from its closed position to the maximum opened position 
(Column 4, lines 12-16); [claim 11] wherein said rotatable member is a gearwheel 
which is mechanically coupled to said operation shaft and arranged to rtate said shaft of 
the potentiometric means (104, 132, Fig. 5b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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14. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stevens et al. (US 6,002,217) in view of Haag et al. (US 2003/0177698 A1). Stevens 
et al. disclose a motor, not specify whether it is electric, nor does Stevens et al. disclose 
a power source for the potentiometric means. However, Haag et al. disclose an electric 
motor to operate the door (Paragraph [0017]) and disclose a power source for the 
sensor (60, Fig. 5). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to have modified the invention to include a power supply to 
the potentiometric means and to have an electric motor. The motivation for having an 
electric motor is to have an easier source of energy to power the motor and the 
motivation for having a power supply is to activate the potentiometric means. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeff Tang whose telephone number is (571 ) 270-5223. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on (571) 272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Meredith C. Petravick/ 
Meredith Petravick, Appeals 
Practice Specialist for 
Katherine Mitchell, SPE 3634 

/J. 1.1 

Examiner, Art Unit 3634 



